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COMPLAINT OF INDIANA BELL TELEPHONE) 
COMPANY, INCORPORATED ~~~~~~~~~~~~~INDIANA") 

THAT AT&T COMMUNICATIONS) 
OF INDIANA, ~~ AND ~~~ INDIANAPOLIS) 
(~AT&T~~ HAS AND IS ENGAGING IN) 
UNREASONABLE ACTS AND PRACTICES IN) 
THE PROVISIONING OF SERVICE IN) 
VIOLATION OF ~~~~ § 8-1-2-69 AND REQUEST) 
THAT THE COMMISSION ESTABLISH JUST) 
AND REASONABLE PROVISIONING ACTS AND) 
PRACTICES TO BE FOLLOWED BY AT&T IN) 
THE FUTURE ~ 

CAUSE NO. 42288 

F~LED 

~~~ 2 4 2003 

~~l~lA~~~ 1 ~n | ~ 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

You are hereby notif~ed that, on this date, the Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission has 

caused the following entry to be made: 

On March 10, 2003, a Third Agreed Motion to Extend Procedural Schedule for a period 

of approximately two to three weeks was filed in this Cause so as to afford ~~~ Indiana and 

Respondents AT&T Communications of Indiana, ~~~~ and TCG Indianapolis ("AT&T") 
(collectively, the "Parties") an opportunity to conduct discovery, prepare testimony, negotiate a 

resolution and~or clarify the disputed issues identif~ed in the Complaint. SBC Indiana and 

AT&T agreed to the procedural schedule revisions. The Indiana Off~ce of Utility Consumer 

Counselor did not object to the Motion. The Agreed Motion reads in the following words and 
f~gures, to wit: 

(H.I.) 

The Parties request that the procedural schedule be extended for a period of 
approximately two to three weeks. The Agreed Motion proposes the following revised 

procedural schedule: 

March 31,2003 
May 21,2003 
June 18,2003 
July 17,2003 

August 5, 2003 

Complainant's ~~~~~~~~~ Date 
Respondents' Pr~f~ling Date 
Public's Pref~ling Date 
Complainant's Rebuttal Prefiling Date and Respondents' Date to 

file Rebuttal limited to Public 

Evidentiary Hearing @ 9:30 a.m., Room E306, 
Indiana Government Center South, Indianapolis, Indiana 



We find that the Agreed Motion is reasonable and should be granted. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Nancy E.(Manl~~~~~~creta~y to ~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
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